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The  Legislative  Audit  Committee 
of  the  Montana  State  Legislature: 

We  have  examined  the  balance  sheet  of  the  Montana  state  grass  conservation 
commission  as  of  June  30,  1969,  and  the  related  statements  of  operations,  as  set 
forth  in  the  table  of  contents  in  this  report,  for  the  year  then  ended.   Our 
examination  was  made  in  accordance  with  generally  accepted  auditing  standards  and 
accordingly  included  such  tests  of  the  accounting  records  and  such  other  auditing 
procedures  as  we  considered  necessary  in  the  circumstances. 

The  financial  statements  have  been  prepared  on  the  cash  basis  of  accounting 
and  do  not  show  financial  position  or  operating  results  as  do  statements  prepared 
on  the  modified  accrual  basis  in  accordance  with  generally  accepted  accounting 
principles  applicable  to  governmental  units. 

The  commission  does  not  maintain  a  general  ledger,  utilize  the  double  entry 
system  of  accounting,  or  prepare  annual  financial  statements.   The  accompanying 
financial  statements  were  prepared  from  records  of  the  state  treasurer  and 
the  state  controller  and  the  detail  records  of  the  commission. 

The  commission  has  maintained  no  control  account  or  subsidiary  ledger  for 
its  equipment.   As  noted  in  the  accompanying  Statement  of  Changes  in  General 
Fixed  Assets,  Exhibit  E,  the  equipment  balance  of  $300  contains  estimated  values 
totaling  $240.   Since  no  ledger  exists  to  show  the  equipment  values,  amounts  v/ere 
determined  by  reviewing  disbursement  vouchers  for  equipment  purchases  for  the 
past  several  years  and  assigning  an  estimated  value  for  older  items  or  for  items 
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tor  vhich  incomplete  intormatlon  exists. 

The  commission  does  not  reaulre  grazing  districts  to  submit  i  riform.it  i  on  to 
determine  that  the  proper  fees  are  collected.  As  described  in  greater  detail 
in  the  comments  section,  the  number  of  animal  units  times  the  orescribed  dollar 
rate  is  how  the  fees  should  be  determined.  In  many  instances  there  were  no 
reports  accompanying  the  fee  payments  to  indicate  the  number  of  animal  units  or 
the  dollar  rate  used.  Instances  were  noted  where  the  information  v/as  available 
that  the  payments  were  less  than  thev  should  have  been. 

The  commission  has  not  deposited  1  percent  of  its  collections  to  the  state 
general  fund  over  the  years  as  is  orescribed  by  law.   Accordingiv  the  commission's 
account  in  the  earmarked  revenue  fund  has  a  liability  of  an  undetermined  amount 
to  the  general  fund. 

The  commission  exceeded  its  spending  authority  for  the  1967-69  biennium  by 
the  payment  against  its  1969-70  appropriation  of  claims  for  services  received 
during  the  1968-69  fiscal  year. 

Because  of  the  exceptions  described  above  and  as  further  amnlified  in  the 
comments  section  of  this  report  and  the  unknown  materiality  of  some  of  the 
amounts  involved,  we  are  not  able  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the  fairness  with 
which  the  accompanying  financial  statements  present  the  financial  position  of 
the  Montana  state  grass  conservation  commission  as  of  June  30,  1969,  and  tiie 
results  of  its  operations  for  the  year  then  ended  in  conform! tv  with  general ]v 
accepted  governmental  accounting  principles  applied  on  a  basis  consistent  with 
that  of  the  preceding  year. 

We  submit  the  financial  statements  listed  in  the  preceding  table  of  contents 
together  with  the  following  comments. 
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COI^IENTS 
GENERAL 

The  state  grass  conservation  commission  was  created  bv  Montana  Statutes  of 
1939,  Chanter  208.   This  act,  as  subsequently  amended  and  currentlv  codified  in 
Title  46,  Chapter  23,  R.C.M.  1947,  provides  for  a  five-member  commission  to 
supervise  the  operation  of  the  thirtv-three  cooperative  state  grazing  districts 
in  Montana.   Commission  members  are  appointed  bv  the  governor  for  four-year 
terms  and  must  be  an  officer  or  a  permittee  member  of  an  organized  state  grazing 
district  from  each  of  the  following  groups: 

(1)  Montana  Stockgrowers '  Association 

(2)  Montana  Woolgrowers '  Association 

(3)  County  Commissioners'  Association 

(4)  One  of  the  Cooperative  Grazing  Districts 

(5)  General  Public  (Familiar  with  the  Livestock  Industrv) 

The  prime  purpose  of  the  Grass  Conservation  Act  is  to  provide  for  the 
conservation,  protection,  restoration,  and  proper  utilization  of  grass,  forage  and 
range  resources  of  the  state  of  ><ontana.   The  main  responsibilities  of  the  commission 
are  to  act  in  an  advisory  capacitv  with  the  state  land  board  and  countv  commissioners, 
to  supervise  and  coordinate  the  formation  and  operation  of  grazing  districts 
incorporated  under  the  act,  and  to  otherwise  assist  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
the  Grass  Conservation  Act. 

During  the  year  ended  June  30,  1969,  the  commission  had  two  part-time  emnlovees-- 
the  secretary  and  an  assistant.   Effective  July  1,  1969,  the  part-time  secretary 
resigned  that  duty  but  was  retained  on  the  commission's  payroll  as  a  part-time 
consultant.   The  former  part-time  assistant  secretary  became  the  commission's 
full-time  secretary.         -    ' 
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The  grass  conservation  commission  is  self-supporting.   Section  4'J-2.;.;).,  ^.''^.''. 
1947,  provides  that  the  commission  has  the  authoritv  to  impose  an  annual  fee 
against  the  state  grazing  districts  un  to  lOc  per  animal  unit  based  uoon  the 
number  of  animal  units  per  year  for  t,7hich  each  district  grants  grazing  permits. 
The  section  further  provides  that  1  percent  of  said  fees  collected  shall  be 
deposited  into  the  state  general  fund  and  the  remainder  to  the  commission's 
account  in  the  earmarked  revenue  fund.   The  commission  set  its  fee  for  the  1968 
grazing  season  at  7C   per  animal  unit  and  for  the  1969  season  at  9c •   As  sho-m 
by  the  Statement  of  Revenue,  Exhibit  C,  the  commission  collected  fees  for  both 
the  1968  and  1969  grazing  seasons  during  the  1968-69  fiscal  year. 

As  shown  bv  Exhibit  D,  the  commission  received  a  budget  amendment  authorizinj^ 
the  expenditure  for  operation  of  $3,800  in  addition  to  the  commission's  aporonriation 
for  the  1968-69  fiscal  year.   The  primarv  justifications  for  the  budget  amendment 
were  the  need  for  additional  legal  services  for  hearings  and  negotiations  with 
the  federal  bureau  of  land  management  and  additional  travel  expenses  incurred 
because  of  unexpected  hearings  and  the  changeover  in  secretaries. 
ACCOUNTING  SYSTEM 

The  commission  does  not  maintain  a  general  ledger,  utilize  the  double  entrv 
system  of  accounting  or  prepare  yearend  financial  statements. 

A  general  ledger  should  be  maintained  and  posted  on  a  monthlv  basis  to 
properly  show  changes  and  balances  of  the  board's  assets  and  account  balance  and 
the  accumulated  revenues  and  expenditures  for  the  year.   The  general  ledger 
should  be  posted  monthly  from  books  of  original  entry  (cash  receipts  register, 
claims  register,  etc.) 

The  double  entry  system  should  be  utilized  to  keep  the  accounts  in  balance, 
show  the  dual  effect  upon  each  financial  transaction,  and  provide  the  basis  for 
preparation  of  accurate  and  complete  financial  statements  and  reconciliations. 
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Each  state  agencv  is  required  bv  law  (section  59-701,  R .  C .  "< .  lOA?;  to  suh-.it 
annual  financial  statements  to  the  state  controller.   financial  statements  are 
basic  to  show  the  results  of  each  agency's  operations  and  its  financial  nosition 
at  vearend.   The  state  controller  is  presently  in  the  process  of  es tabli sh in>;  the 
bases  for  the  content,  format,  and  instructions  for  preparation  of  the  financial 
statements  to  be  prepared  bv  state  agencies  in  the  future. 

RECCMmNDATIO!^ 

We  reaorriend  thzt   the  aonmission  confer  with   the  state  controller  and   that  a 
general    ledger  be  established  and  posted  on  a  monthly  basis  utiU :i''.na 
the  double  entry  system  and  that  yearend  financial  statements  be  ij^e- 
pared. 

CASH  PROCEDURES 

It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  commission  to  hold  cash  received  for  varying 
lengths  of  time  before  depositing  the  cash  with  the  state  treasurer.   'Generally 
accepted  internal  control  standards  provide  that  cash  receipts  should  be  deposited 
intact  as  promptly  as  possible  and  on  a  regularly  scheduled  basis.   We  believe  this 
to  be  particularly  important  in  an  agency  as  small  as  the  commission  in  \;hich  it 
is  difficult  to  establish  adequate  internal  controls. 

KECOmiENDATION 

We  recomnend  that   the  commission  deposit  cash  collections  on  a   timely 
rjic'.'c  Cifzer  zheir  receipt. 

COLLECTION  0~  FEES 

As  shown  by  the  Statement  of  Revenue,  Exhibit  C,  fees  were  collected  during 
the  1968-69  fiscal  year  for  both  the  1968  and  1969  grazing  seasons--most  being 
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for  the  1968  season.   As  mentioned  in  the  general  comments  section,  the  fee  vas 
7c  per  animal  unit  for  the  1968  season  and  9C  for  the  1969  season. 

Tlie  commission  has  no  established  cutoff  date  that  it  enforcers  for  navirif-'nt. 
of  the  fees.   Section  46-2331,  U.C.M.  1947,  provides  that  Icch  shall  he  i.;iiri  ],;• 
the  districts  on  or  before  May  1  of  each  vear  but  it  is  not  di'l  iniLc-  as  tu  v/hitii 
grazing  season  the  fees  are  to  be  paid  by  that  date.   Should  they  be  the  lees 
for  the  uDCcming  season  or  the  past  season?   The  districts  have  internreted  it 
both  wavs  resulting  in  the  inconsistency  of  time  of  receipt  and  the  commission 
has  not  required  payment  by  a  specified  date.   In  Februarv  1969,  the  districts 
were  notified  of  the  increase  in  fee  for  the  1969  season  and  were  requested  to 
pav  the  state  fee  bv  June  30,  1969.   As  shown  bv  Exhibit  C,  pa\anents  from  9  of 
the  33  districts  had  been  received  as  of  June  30.   As  of  the  time  of  our  audit 
in  October,  21  of  the  33  districts  had  paid  their  fee.   Of  these  it  was  noted 
that  two  of  the  larger  districts  had  incorrectly  paid  at  the  7c  rate  ann  I  i rah  1 f 
to  the  1968  season  instead  of  the  new  9c  rate. 

The  commission  does  not  require  the  districts  to  submit  reports  supnnrting 
the  computation  of  the  fees  paid.   The  fees  due  are  computed  bv  multiplying  the 
number  of  animal  units  for  which  permits  are  issued  times  the  prescribed  rate  per 
animal  unit.   Accordingly,  the  number  of  animal  units  must  be  known  to  verify 
that  the  proper  fee  was  paid.   The  commission  has  accepted  the  districts'  pavments 
in  many  instances  without  requiring  the  submission  of  further  substantiation. 

A  form  that  is  in  use  for  several  of  the  districts  is  a  "master  listin,^ 
sheet"  on  which  are  listed  for  each  member  of  the  district  the  number  of  cattle, 
horses,  sheep,  and  resulting  number  of  animal  units.   The  total  of  the  animal 
units  column  on  this  listing  times  the  applicable  fee  rate  should  enual  tfie 
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ar.ount  due.   It  was  from  these  forms  that  we  were  able  to  determine  the  tvo 
instances  described  above  where  underpayments  were  made.   It  cannot  be  deterr.ined 
that  the  correct  fees  are  collected  without  this  sunporting  information  and  \!e 
believe  the  commission  should  require  it  from  each  district. 

?:isr::::i::rAZio:v 


.'•.V  rcc.—ru-nd  tiiat   the  commission: 

I)      Establish  a  cutoff  date  for  payment  of  its  fees  and  require    the 
state  grazing  districts   to  pay    the  fees  on    time. 
(2)      Require  all   tlie  grazing  districts   to  submit  reports  suvvorting   the 

computation  of  the  fees  paid. 
(S)      Collect   the  amount  of  fees   underpaid  by   the  grazing  district.-:  for 
the   196 P  season. 

REVENUE  TO  THE  GENERAL  ^^UND 

The  Grass  Conservation  Act,  Section  46-2331,  R.C.M.  1947,  nrovides  that  the 
grass  conservation  commission  pav  1  percent  of  its  fees  and  collections  to  tlie 
state  general  fund.   This  was  not  done  during  the  1968-69  fiscal  vear  or  for 
several  vears  previously,  if  ever.   The  amount  involved  for  1968-69  was  onlv 
S127  but  the  accumulated  amount  over  the  years  could  amount  to  a  substantial  sur^.. 
U'e  believe  the  commission  should  deposit  its  fees  to  the  state  funds  as  nrescribed 
by  law. 

HrS^:':3!E'JDATI0N 


We  reco'vme^id  that   t-ic   commi ssion  determine    tJie  amount  due    the  state  gr-neral 
fund,    initiate   the  necessary  procedures   to   transfer  this  cvnount  fr-^_>m   th.o: 
corr-ission's  eai^narked  revenue  fund  account   to   the  general  fund,    and. 
deposit   I  percent  of  future   collections   to    the  general  fund  as  pres':ri}^ed 
by   la::. 
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U:'?RECORDED  EQUIPMENT 

The  grass  conservation  commission  does  not  have  accounting  rocords  to 
account  for  its  equipment.   Although  the  amount  and  dollar  value  ot  the  co-nini  ss  i  on '  s 
equipment  is  small,  we  believe  the  svstem  should  iirovidc  for  accountab i 1 i tv  of 
all  the  board's  assets.   As  noted  in  tlie  Statement  of  Chanp.es  in  f:eneral  '•ix'-'l 
.•Assets,  Exhibit  E,  of  this  report,  estimated  amounts  totaling  $240  are  Includtfd 
due  to  the  lack  of  readilv  available  information.   This  inf orm.ition  should  be 
available  from  control  and  detail  ledgers  posted  in  the  period  in  which  eouinment 
transactions  occur. 

HECOmiENDATION 

We  recorrpiend  that   the  grass  conservation  aommission: 

(1)  Establish  eotitrol  accounts   in   the  ijeneral    ledger  for  He  equipment 
•via  a  subsidiary    ledger   in  which  each  (^quipinnnl.  item  ir,    fecord.cd. 

(2)  Record  addi  t  ions  and  deletions    to  equiprneni-    in    ih.('-    Ic^dg^rr::  on  a 
tirrely  basis. 

is)      Include  a  staterne>it  of  changes  in  general  fixed  asset:}   in    their 
annual  financial  statements. 

EMPLOYEE  ATTENDANCE  RECORDS 

The  commission  has  maintained  no  records  relating  to  employees'  attendance 
or  of  their  time  off  earned  and  taken  for  vacation,  side  leave,  and  overtime. 
The  maintenance  of  attendance  records  showing  employees'  vacation,  sick  leave, 
and  overtime  earned,  time  taken  off,  and  balance  is  essential  to  readilv  determine 
that  tine  taken  off  bv  an  employee  was  earned.   Although  the  commission's  number 
of  emolovees  is  small,  we  believe  these  records  are  needed  for  proner  administration 
of  the  agencv.   We  believe  these  records  should  be  a  renuired  nart  of  a  state- 
wide personnel  and  payroll  system. 
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Wc  rejcn^ieyid  that   the  aorwiission  maintain  employee  attendance  veoofd::   and 
i^eaords  shoving  time  off  earmed,    taken,    and  the  balance  for  emolo;^ees' 
vacation,    siak   leave,   ajtd  overtime. 

CONTROL  OVER  EXPENDITURES 
Range  Survey 

As  shown  bv  Exhibit  D,  the  commission  had  separate  anpronr iat i ons  for 
rersonal  services  and  operations  during  the  1967-69  biennium.   The  commission 
anproved  an  expenditure  of  $3,500  for  a  range  survev,  but  did  not  have  sufficient 
funds  in  the  operations  appropriation  to  nav  for  it.   To  pav  for  the  range  survev, 
the  consultant  was  put  on  the  payroll  effective  June  1,  1968,  for  three  months 
at  $800  per  month  and  the  balance  of  $1,100  was  paid  out  of  operations.   Whenever 
a  proposed  expenditure  will  result  in  the  appropriation  balance  being  exceeded,  a 
request  for  a  budget  amendment  should  be  submitted  instead  of  proceeding  '/ith 
charging  the  expenditure  to  an  incorrect  appropriation. 

recomme:^dation 

We  veao"vvend  th^it   the  corrmission  charge  expenditures   in  accordance   ;ri-fh 
rhe  previsions  of  its  appropriations . 

Overexpenditure  of  Appropriation 

As  shown  by  Exhibit  D,  the  commission  expended  all  but  $718  of  Its 
appropriation  for  operations  for  the  biennium  ended  June  30,  1969.   The  conmission. 
however,  submitted  several  claims  during  the  earlv  months  of  the  1969-70  fiscal 
vear  which  were   applicable  to  services  received  during  1968-69.   '^or  examnle,  the 
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coT.Tdssion' s  first  claim  charged  to  its  1969-70  appropriation  v/as  for  Ift'd-A 
services  provided  between  Mav  1  -  June  30,  1969,  in  the  amount  of  $1,038. 
This  procedure  is  in  conflict  with  section  59-701.2,  R.C.M.  1947,  which  provides 
that  "anv  just  claims  not  paid  within  the  fiscal  vear  shall  become  pavable  from 
the  succeeding  vear's  anpronriation,  providing,  however,  that  such  claims  shall 
not  exceed  the  appropriation  for  the  preceding  biennium.''   (Emphasis  added.)   In 
this  instance,  the  pavment  in  1969-70  of  the  claims  applicable  to  1968-69  services 
resulted  in  an  appropriation  deficiency  for  the  preceding  bienniu'n. 

The  purpose  of  the  above  law  is  to  prevent  agencies  from  overexoend  i  n;.' 
appropriations  bv  accumulating  bills  for  goods  and  services  over  th(;  last  period 
of  a  biennium  and  paying  such  bills  from  the  succeeding  biennium  appropriation. 

In  this  instance,  the  commission  had  the  opportunity  to  request  the  required 
authoritv  to  pav  the  bills  against  the  correct  appropriation  bv  means  of  a  budf;et 
amendment.   An  approved  budget  amendment  of  a  sufficient  amount  would  have  per- 
mitted these  claims  to  have  properly  been  processed  for  pavment. 

REC0!!I-E:^DATI0N 

We  Ptjcmcnd  that   tJie  aommission   uii lir.e   the  mcanr.   esUablichf'.d  hy    Iojj:   I'j 
obta'n   the  reqnii'ed  spendinci  authi^ri.tii  when   the  proeeasina  oj'  ola'-mr 
fDV  pee^-ieKt  i.';'Zi'   result   in  ovepexpe)Lditurc  of  i  in  apvvupvialinn. 

Duplicate  Pavment  of  Travel  Claims 

Three  of  the  commission's  travel  expense  claims  for  Mav  1969  were  paid  tv/ice. 
The  result  is  that  travel  expenses  shown  on  Exhibit  D  in  the  amount  of  $5,230  are 
overstated  $158  and  the  commission  has  an  amount  due  from  a  commission  member  in 
the  amount  of  $46.11.   The  apparent  sequence  of  events  leading  to  this  result  is 
as  follows. 
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Ti'ie  cor-.-ission  subr.itteJ  the  tliree.  claims  SLinport  (_h1  hv  proncrl-'  .iiididvcI  ir.. /<  J 
expense  vouciiers  to  the  state  controller's  office  for  pavmenL.   T!ii'  i  onl  ru  I  ii-r  '  s 
office  noticed  that  the  commission  had  submitted  onlv  the  original  ol  the  clain 
form  and  there  was  no  cony  for  the  controller's  records.   The  controller's  office 
processed  the  claims  for  pavment  hut  notified  the  commission  to  send  a  conv  of 
the  claims  for  the  controller's  files.   The  second  set  of  claims  sent  b^'  the 
commission  were  on  the  original  form  as  opposed  to  the  duplicate,  different 
colored  form  which  served  as  the  controller's  file  copv  but  did  not  have  a  conv 
of  the  travel  expense  vouchers  attached.   This  second  set  of  claims  v7ere  also 
processed  for  pavment  and  warrants  were  written,  signed,  and  distributed  in  the 
regular  manner.   The  commission's  appropriation  for  operation  was  charged  for 
both  sets  of  disbursements. 

T;jo  of  the  three  duplicate  warrants  were  subsequentlv  returned  to  the  state 
treasurer  for  cancellation  and  were  properlv  credited  to  the  commission's  account. 
The  third  duplicate  warrant  for  $46.11  was  cashed  as  well  as  the  original  warrant. 
Accordingly,  this  amount  is  yet  to  be  returned  to  the  commission's  account. 

We  believe  the  prime  deficiencies  in  the  svstem  causing  the  dimlicate  navriients 
and  non-collection  of  the  one  overpayment  are  that  the  state  controller's  office- 
would  allow  claims  to  be  processed  for  payment  v^7ithout  supporting  documentation 
(travel  expense  vouchers  in  this  instance)  and  the  commission's  lack  of  acounting 
records  to  verify  that  charges  to  its  appropriation  by  tlie  controller's  office  arc 
valid. 

RECOMmNDATION 

We  reaomrnend  that   the: 

(1)  State  controller's  office  refuse   to  process  claims  for  vayment   that 
do  not  contain  sufficient  supporting  documentation. 

(2)  Ccnr'.ission  obtain  a  refund  of  the  duplicate    travel  expense  pai^nent 

'f'.ade  for  May    1969. 
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CONCLUSION 

The  state  grass  conservation  commission  is  a  relatively  small  state  a^^enc". 
There  is  onlv  one  full-time  office  employee  and  accordingly  the  estahlish'nent  of 
adequate  internal  controls  and  maintenance  of  adequate  accounting  records  is 
not  easv.   However,  the  implementation  of  a  double  entry  system  built  around 
currently  maintained  general  and  subsidiary  ledgers  together  with  the  other 
recommendations  contained  in  this  renort  should  result  in  a  basically  sound 
system  for  the  commission. 

We  wish  to  express  our  apnreciation  to  the  commission's  secretary  with  '.•;hoTi 
we  worked  for  his  excellent  cooperation  and  assistance. 

Respectfully  submitted. 


jyi^.iy^^'<if^^*-€.^^ 


Morris  L.  Brusett 
Legislative  Auditor 


October  28,  1969 
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GRASS  CONSERVATION  COM^USSION 
ALL  FUNDS 
BALANCE  SHEET 
June  30,  4969" 


r;xiii  HIT  A 


Assets 
Cash  in  State  Treasury 
Cash  in  Transit  to  State  Treasurv 
Cash  on  Hand 
Equipment  (1) 

Total  Assets 


Earmarked 

Revenue 

'^und 


$ 

1,439 

$ 

— 

843 

— 

2,061 

— 

— 

300 

$_ 

4,343 

.<^ 

3on 

Reserves  and  Fund  Balance 

Reserve  for  Investment  in  General 
Fixed  Assets  (1) 

Fund  Balance  -  Exhibit  B 

Total  Reserves  and 
Fund  Balance 


$    —      $    300 
4,343     -_-__ 

$  4,343     $    300 


(1)   See  note  to  Exhibit  E 
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c;r.\ss  conservation  commissi  on 

EAPJ^tARKED  REVENUE  i^lIND 
STATEMENT  OF  CHANGES  IN  FUND  BALANCl 
Fiscal  Year  Ended  June  30,  1969 


I'.XII  II'.  IT  I', 


'^und  Balance,  July  1,  1968 
Additions : 

Revenue  -  Exhibit  C 

Total  Balance  and  Additions 


$12,1';»6 

12,673 

24,869 


Deductions : 

Expenditures  -  Exhibit  D 
'^und  Balance,  June  30,  1969 


20,526 
$  4,343 
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EXHIBIT  C 


GRASS^  CONSERVATION  i^ill^A^^j^ipN 
EARMARKED  REVI':NUE  PlINn 
STATEMENT  QT^  REVENUI' 
Fiscal  Year  Ended  June  30,  1969 


Grazing  District 


Angela 
Badland 
Buffalo  Creek 
Buggy  Creek 
C  &  B 

Chain  Buttes 
Cherry  Ridge 
Coal  Creek 
Crooked  Creek 
Devil's  Basin 
East  Custer 
Flatv/illow 
^ort  Pease 
Froze-to-Death 
Grass  Range 
Kilby  Butte 
Lohman 
North  Fork 
North  Phillips 
North  Vallev 
Pole  Creek 
Prairie  Countv 
Red  Butte 
Smith  Creek 
South  Phillips 
Tobacco  Root 
Waterloo 
Wayne  Creek 
Weede 

Williams  Coulee 
Willow  Creek 
Winnett 


Total 


1,198 


1,198 


Total 


175 

229 

404 

— 

368 

368 

539 

— 

539 

323 

— 

323 

258 

— 

258 

489 

.._ 

489 

— 

382 

382 

239 

— 

239 

85 

— 

35 

.._ 

209 

209 

297 

— 

297 

201 

388 

589 

62 

— 

62 

280 

— 

280 

1,509 

— 

1 

,509 

— 

863 

863 

103 

— 

103 

— 

75 

75 

1,710 

— 

1 

,710 

81* 



81 

389 

— 

389 

263 

— 

263 

205 

— 

20  5 

370 

486 

856 

^89  7_ 

ZT— 

__8?7 

$  8,475 

$  4,198 

$  12 

,673 

*   Includes  fees  for  grazing  years  1961  througn  1968. 
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ail  1 15  IT  1) 


GRASS  CONSERVATION  COMfllSSION 
EAR-'IARKED  REVENUE  FUND 
STATEMENT  O^-"  EXPENDITURES  AND  ENCUMBRANCES  CO^^PARED  WITH  /^PPROPR  f  ATION'S 
Fiscal  Year  Ended  June  30,  1969 


Carrvover  Balance  from  1967-68 
1968-69  Appropriation 
Budget  Amendment 

Total  Available 
Exnenditures 
Balance  Reverted 


Personal 
Services 

$   3,508 

10,600 


14,108 

11,337 

$   2,771 


Qneration 
$     7 

6,100 
__3j_800 

9,907 

_9,189 

$    718 


__  Total 

$  3,515 
16,700 

3_,800 

24,0]5 
20,526 

$   3 , 489 


ANALYSIS  OF  EXPENDITUFJES 

Personal  Services: 
Salaries : 

Executive  Secretary  $   6,000 

Assistant  Secretary  2,454 

Range  Survey  Specialist  1,600 

Commission  Members'  Per  Diem 

Employee  Benefits 

Total  Personal  Services 

Qneration : 

Transcripts  of  Hearings 

Printing 

Telephone 

Travel 

Attorney's  Fees 

Range  Survey  Fee 

Other 

Total  Operation 

Total  Expenditures 


$10, 


054 
320 
009 


257 
206 
,345 
,230 
,000 
,100 
5 


$  11,383 


9,143 
$  20,526 
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EXHIBIT  E 


GRASS  CONSERVATION  COM^nSSION 
S TATEMENT  OF  CHANGES  IN  GENERAL  FIXED  ASSETS 
Fiscal  Year  Ended  June  30,  1969 

Equipment  -  Balance.  Julv  1,  1968  $   '3')0 

No  Changes  — 

Equipment  -  Balance.  June  30,  1969  $   300 


NOTE:   The  equipment  balance  contains  estimated 
values  of  equipment  totaling  $240. 
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